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An open letter to smokers: 


Are you supporting the "fight against cancer" or the "war on smokers?" 


If you're like other smokers, you tend to be more outgoing, friendly 
and -- while no one has made a study of this, our guess is you're also -- more 
generous. 

You contribute to all sorts of worthy endeavors and, among them, to 
"heart," "lung" and "cancer" funds. 

You're aware that some of your money is used 1 to "educate" smokers about 
the risks of smoking. 

As a very "goal-oriented" person, you probably question the value of 
this expenditure since you've never met a smoker who needed "educating" about the 
risks of smoking or hadn't seen the "Warning Notice" on every pack of cigarettes. 

But you're also, the figures show, a very tolerant person who, while 
he makes high demands of himself, makes lesser demands on others, so you take it 
in stride. 


There comes a point, however, where your tolerance wears thin, and you 


begin to demand "performance." 
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The National Information Bureau, a non-profit service for contributors 


to philanthropic organizations, questions the performance of health organizations: 

-- in one major organization, over a 10-year period!, while assets were 
increasing from $76,500,000 to $186,800,000, the "percentile allocation (for 
research) has actually declined." 

— in another, 2.now goes to research and 28f to "education," a great 
deal of it devoted simply to anti-smoking. 

Certainly everyone has a right to be anti-smoking. But no amount of 


Sou-cee’ https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/Krlk0000 
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money spent on anti-smoking "education! 1 — or more properly, anti-smoking 
"propaganda" -- can do what an equal amount spent on research can do. 

Only honest research can find the causes and cures of disease. These 
diseases still affect both smokers and nonsmokers (and anti-smokers, too). And 
the causes of them, and cures for them, still need to be found. 

The public has little control over the diversion by government of 
tax revenues from the "fight against cancer" to the "war on smokers." But we 
can all exercise some control, or guidance at least, over our own personal 
contributions to health organizations. 

-- Monitoring groups, like the National Information Bureau, can 
give us independent reviews of the spending practices of various health 
organizations. 

-- We can db better "shopping" -- some health organizations, like 
the Damon Runyon Cancer Fund, spend all their money on research, and none at 
all on propaganda. 

-- When in doubt, we can write on the face of our checks, "For research 

only." 

In making these decisions, smokers can exercise the freedom of choice 
that the "war on smoking" attempts to take away from them. 

More importantly, they can hasten the day when science finds the true 
causes of these diseases. In doing so, they will, ironically, be saving the lives 
of many anti-smokers who now want to repress their freedom to choose. 

The Tobacco Institute 
Freedom of choice is the best choice. 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/kr4k0000 
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